The House of Lords
grounds strictly relevant to their professional interests,
these would not be entitled to speak in their name on
subjects not of medical concern. There is, in fact, no
effective relevance between professional representation as
a principle and an omnicompetent legislative assembly.
There is, indeed, no such relevance even where the
functions of a body so chosen are limited to advice. That
is why the German Economic Council was so useless as a
general body, and why, also, in some of its sub-com-
mittees its experts were able to give such valuable advice.
For they were then, by the careful delimitation of the
subject-matter referred to them, really dealing with
matters about which they had expert knowledge.
There is, then, no Conservative principle for the reform
of the House of Lords that can hope for the assent of
the Labour Party. It should be added that no Labour
proposal, either, is likely to secure the co-operation of
Conservatives. The formal policy of the party is still in
favour of single-chamber government, and there is reason
to suppose that this still commands a considerable body
of support. The old view of the Abb£ Sieyfcs that if the
second chamber agrees with the first it is superfluous,
while if it disagrees, it is obnoxious, still seems to many
common sense. Post-war experience of the parliamentary
system, moreover, has tended to strengthen this view.
It has shown that a second chamber either tends to be
part of the technique of reaction against a progressive
Government, or that, in any case, its main result is to
slow down the rate of change at a period when the facts
call for a rapid adjustment of social principles. The Labour
Party has not been impressed by the view that, since
most modern States have a second chamber, its existence
may almost be taken as an axiom of political experience.
For many of its members, that judgment simply confuses

